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July 2, 2020 

 

Amir Aziz 

AZIZ LLC  

495 E. Rincon Street, Suite #175 

Corona, CA 92879 

 

Re: Update to Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report 

 Assessorôs Parcel Numbers 3092-401-01, -02 and -10 

 City of Victorville, San Bernardino County, California 

 CRM TECH Contract No. 3635 

 

Dear Mr. Aziz: 

 

At your request, CRM TECH has completed a cultural resources study on approximately 11.9 

acres of undeveloped land in the City of Victorville, San Bernardino County, California.  The 

subject property of the study consists of Assessorôs Parcel Numbers 3092-401-01, -02 and -10, 

located on the east side of Balsam Avenue and to the north of Nisqualli Road, in the southwest 

quarter of Section 29, T5N R4W, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (Figs. 1, 2).  The study 

is part of the environmental review process for the proposed construction of an apartment 

complex on the property, as required by the City of Victorville in compliance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

As you know, the entire project area was included in a standard Phase I cultural resources survey 

that our firm completed in 2016 (Encarnación and Gallardo 2016; see attachment).  The survey 

covered a total of 14 acres, encompassing also what is now Assessorôs Parcel Number 3092-401-

11, which lies adjacent to the south of the current project area (see ibid.:2).  The scope of the 

2016 study included a historical/archaeological resources records search, historical background 

research, Native American scoping, and an intensive-level field survey.  Throughout the course 

of that study, no ñhistorical resources,ò as defined by CEQA, were identified within or adjacent 

to the 14-acre area (ibid.:12).   

 

Because the 2016 study is now nearly four years old, the current study was designed and 

implemented as an update to refresh and reexamine its findings and conclusions.  Research 

procedures completed during this study consisted primarily of a review of data gathered during 

the 2016 study for information pertaining to the current project area and a reconnaissance-level 

field survey.  A summary of the methods and results of these procedures are presented in the 

sections below. 

 

As stated in the 2016 study, sources consulted during the background research at that time 

included records on file at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) of the 

California Historical Resources Information System, published literature in local and regional 

history, historic maps dated 1856-1993, and aerial photographs taken in 1952-2015 (Encarnación 

and Gallardo 2016:7).  SCCIC records indicate no systematic survey of the current project area  
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Figure 1.  Project area.  (Based on USGS Hesperia and Victorville, Calif., 7.5ô quadrangles; cf. Encarnación and 

Gallardo 2016:2) 
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Figure 2.  Aerial view of the project location. 
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prior to the 2016 study, nor any cultural resources previously identified within or immediately 

adjacent to the project boundaries.*   The historic maps and aerial photographs, meanwhile, show 

no notable man-made features within the project area throughout the 1850s-2010s era (GLO 

1856; USGS 1902-1980; NETR Online 1952-2016).  

 

On June 30, 2020, CRM TECH archaeologist Daniel Ballester, M.S., carried out the field 

inspection of the current project area.  The survey was completed by walking a series of parallel 

east-west transects spaced approximately 25 meters (82 feet) apart.  Ground visibility was fair to 

excellent (70-95%) at the time of the survey (Fig. 3).  As in 2016, no evidence of any human 

activities dating to the prehistoric or historic period was observed on the property. 

 

Summary and Conclusion 

 

In summary, the research procedures completed during this study have confirmed that no 

ñhistorical resourcesò are present within or adjacent to the current project area.  Therefore, the 

conclusion of the 2016 study that the proposed development of the property will have No Impact 

on any ñhistorical resourcesò (Encarnación and Gallardo 2016:12) remains valid and appropriate.   

 

 
 

Figure 3.  Overview of the current condition of the project area.  (Photograph taken on June 30, 2020, view to the 

north) 

 
* Due to facility closure during the COVID-19 pandemic and the resulting delays, an update to the records search 

could not be obtained in time for this study. 


